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30 Small Cities Get $23.7 Million in UDAG Fund Awards 


HUD has announced the awarding of 30 Urban Development Action Grant (UDAG) projects to 30 
small, distressed cities. The projects are expected to attract more than 2,700 new private-sector jobs and 
some $164 million in newly invested private funds. 


HUD Secretary Samuel R. Pierce, Jr., said that UDAG projects are ‘‘an effective and proven way for 
cities of all sizes to encourage new private investment in the areas the communities themselves feel need 
assistance. No amount of Federal funds can make up for the interest private investors have shown for 
these projects.’’ 


The projects will attract $6.90 in private funds for each UDAG dollar. In addition to the 2,721 new 
permanent jobs that the completed Small Cities UDAG projects will create, 601 existing jobs will be 
retained, and 2,321 construction jobs will be started. 


Stephen J. Bollinger, Assistant Secretary for Community Planning and Development, said UDAG 
awards ‘‘make the difference between a viable local economy and economic disaster’’ for a number of 
small cities. “‘For all of those selected,’’ he added, ‘‘the small HUD investment will mean more jobs, 
better living conditions, and a better appreciation of the need to undertake partnerships with the private 
sector.”” 


Shortly before the Small Cities funds were announced, Secretary Pierce told members of the National 
Press Club that a six-month study of the UDAG program showed it to be an effective way to get the 
most benefit out of each dollar spent to aid urban areas. Based on that study, he recommended to the 
administration that the UDAG program be continued into 1983 and beyond. ‘“The results of the study 
clearly established that this is a solid, worthwhile program,”’ Pierce told the Press Club. ‘‘It perhaps 
falls short of being what some of its strongest adocates believe it to be, but it is an effective and proven 
asset in our efforts to help America’s cities.”’ 


HUD, Chinese to Cooperate on Urban Planning Problems 


HUD Secretary Samuel R. Pierce, Jr., and Vice Minister Zhao Wucheng of the State Capital 
Construction Commission, Beijing, China, have agreed to cooperate on building construction and 
urban planning problems. The agreement took the form of a Cooperative Agreement that will facilitate 
contacts between public and private organizations concerned with urban development problems. 


The exchange is part of the continuing effort by the United States and China to strengthen activities 
outlined in the United States-China Agreement in Science and Technology. The Agreement was signed 
in Washington, D.C. in January 1979. 








Housing Units With Inadequate Plumbing Decline During 1970’s 


The Bureau of the Census said recently that the quality of American housing, measured by the 
presence of adequate plumbing facilities, improved substantially during the 1970’s. According to the 
first published 1980 Census of Housing report, the number of year-round units lacking complete 
plumbing facilities dropped 50 percent from 4.7 million in 1970 to 2.3 million in 1980. Units without all 
three specified plumbing facilities — hot and cold piped water, a flush toilet, and a bathtub or 
shower — represented 2.7 percent of all year-round housing units in the 1980 census compared with 
6.9 percent in 1970 and 17 percent in 1960. 


Census officials attributed the improvement to a number of factors: 


@ improved local government housing code enforcement; 
@ the demolition of older housing units with inadequate plumbing facilities; and 
@ increased renovation and rehabilitation efforts in recent years. 


States with the highest percentages of housing units lacking plumbing facilities were Alaska, 12.2; 
Kentucky, 7.5; and Mississippi, 7.2. States with the smallest percentages were Utah, 1.1; Florida, 1.2; 
and California, Connecticut, and Nevada, each with 1.4. 


The 1/980 Census of Housing counted 88,396,513 housing units, a 28.7 percent increase from the 
68,679,030 found in the 1970 count. A total of 80,378 ,283 of the housing units were occupied in 1980. 
The 8,018,230 difference between total units and occupied units consists of vacant and seasonal 
housing. Of the occupied units, 51,787,104 were owner-occupied and 28,591,179 were renter-oc- 
cupied. 


The 1980 Census of Housing also contained these housing facts: 


@ The Nation added 11.9 million owner-occupied units to its housing stock between 1970 and 1980, a 
29.8 percent increase. In contrast, the U.S. population rose 11.4 percent during the same period. The 
number of renter-occupied units grew by slightly more than 5 million or 21.3 percent, during the 
1970's. 


@ The 1980 median value of all owner-occupied housing units in the U.S. was $47,200, a 177.6 
percent jump from the 1970 census figure of $17,000. The three States with the highest median values 
were Hawaii, $118,000; California, $84,500; and Alaska, $76,300. States with the lowest median 
values were Arkansas, $31,000; Mississippi, $31,400; and Alabama, $33,900. 


@ The nationwide median monthly contract rent for renter-occupied units in 1980 was $198, a 122.5 
percent rise from the 1970 census figure of $89. 


®@ The national vacancy rates were 7.1 percent in rental housing and 1.8 percent in homeowner 
housing. States with the highest vacancy rate in owner-occupied housing were the District of Columbia, 
4.0; and Alaska and Nevada, 3.6 percent. The iowest vacancy rates were Massachusetts, 1.0; Rhode 
Island, 1.1 and Connecticut and New York, 1.2 percent each. For rental housing, States with the 
highest vacancy rates were Alaska, 14.5; Arizona, 11.6; and Idaho, 11.4 percent. Those with the lowest 
rental vacancy rates were New York, 4.1; Connecticut, 4.7 and New Jersey, 4.8 percent. Copies of the 
report, Selected Housing Characteristics by States and Counties: 1980 (HC800S 1-1) are available for 
$2.75 each prepaid from the U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402, or from 
Commerce district offices in major U.S. cities. 





Publications Available 


The following publications are available from the Publishers Central Bureau, Department 125, 1 
Champion Avenue, Avenel, N.J., 07131. 


Henley’ s Formulas for Home and Workshop. . . reprint of a rare 1907 volume describes in full detail 
how to make everything for the home; this one-volume encyclopedia of do-it-yourself knowledge can 
save you money while bringing back the old-time American spirit of self-sufficiency. $6.98, 800 pp.., 
293072. 


Underground Houses: How to Build a Low-Cost Home. . . Illustrated by more than 100 photographs, 
this work by R.L. Roy is a practical guide to building an energy-saving, affordable and visually striking 
underground home; includes data on design, siting, construction, landscaping, etc. $5.95, 307766. 


The Underground House Book. . . tells how underground homes can be energy-efficient, practically 
maintenance-free, and a source of endless creativity for the imaginative builder; contains practical 
information on design, construction and costs, with more than 150 photographs, illustrations, and 
diagrams. $9.95, 323516. 


Homes in the Earth. . . Contains designs, descriptions and floor plans for more than 40 energy- 
efficient, earth-sheltered houses including sun-filled houses with skylights and atriums, decks, green- 
houses and well-planned views of surrounding landscape. $7.95, 343452. 


Hand-Hewn: The Art of Building Your Own Cabin. . . includes information on land, land use, 
necessary tools and how to use them, plus step-by-step construction techniques; complete with more 
than 100 photographs, illustrations and diagrams. $4.95, 364077. 


FYI 


The National Trust for Historic Preservation, ‘‘Preservation Tax Incentives: New Investment 
Opportunities Under the Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981,’’ Portland, Ore., January 11-12, 1982. 
Details: NTHP, 1785 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036 (202/673-4092). 


The University of Detroit, ‘‘How to Get More Grants: A Systems Approach to Grantsmanship,”’ 
Washington, D.C., January 11-13, 1982. Details: UD, Division of Continuing Education, 4001 W. 
McNichols Road, Detroit, Mich. , 48221 (313/927-1027). 


U.S. Office of Personnel Management and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, *‘Intro- 
duction to Federal Projects and Historic Preservation Law,’’ Washington, D.C. January 14-15, 1982. 
Details: Management Sciences Training Center, OPM, P.O. Box 7230, Washington, D.C. 20004 
(202/632-5600). 


American Bankers Association, ‘‘National Compliance School,’’ the University of Oklahoma, 
Norman, Okla. , January 17-23, 1982. Details: Dorothy Leche, ABA, 1120 Connecticut Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20036 (202/467-4264). 


American Management Associations, ‘‘How to Prepare Government Operating Budgets,”’ 
Washington, D.C., January 18-20, 1982. Details: AMA, 135 West 5Oth Street, New York, N.Y., 
10020 (202/246-0800). 


U.S. League of Savings Associations, ‘‘Secondary Mortgage Market Conference,’’ San Diego, 
Calif., January 24-27, 1982. Details: USL, 111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill., 60601 (312/644- 
3100). 





Sienificant Litigati 
Charmain Quinn v . Samuel Pierce, et al., No. C80-3637 (N.D. Cal.) 


The District Court dismissed this action with prejudice after the Department agreed to notify certain 
Section 236 project owners of the proper procedures where an owner or management agent suspects a 
subsidized tenant has submitted fraudulent information during the certification or recertification 
process. Plaintiff, a low-income recipient of Section 8 Set-Aside Benefits, challenged the termination 
of her benefits as violating the due process clause of the Fifth Amendment because she did not receive 
proper notice or an opportunity for a hearing. The owner allegedly terminated plaintiff's benefits 
claiming she had fraudulently misrepresented the source of her income. 


Under the terms of the settlement, HUD agrees to notify all Section 236 project owners in Santa Clara 
County , California, that suspected instances of misrepresentation are to be referred to the field office for 
further referral to the Regional Inspector General. This is the procedure currently required by HUD 
Handbook 4352.1, ‘‘Section 8 Additional Assistance Program for Projects with HUD-Insured or 
HUD-Held Mortgages,’’ para. 29(e) (March 1976). 


Pross, et al. v. Pierce, et al., No. 80 Civ. 3873 (S.D. N.Y., Oct. 13, 1981) 


The District Court has dismissed this case, finding that plaintiffs, an owner of investment property and a 
cooperative apartment resident, do not have a private right of action under Section 8 to enjoin the use of 
the Substantial Rehabilitation program in their neighborhood. Plaintiffs had alleged that the Depart- 
ment contravened Congressional intent by concentrating an excessive number of assisted persons in the 
Manhattan Valley area of New York. The court found that the Section 8 program was not created for the 
special benefit of plaintiffs, and that a private right of action was not consistent with the legislative 
scheme since it would “‘invite a profusion of obstructive litigation.”’ 
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